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REMARKS 



L STATUS OF CLAIMS AND FORMAL MATHERS 

Claims 1, 10, 16 and 1 8 have been amended and claim 2 caacelled. Claims 1 and 3-lS are now 
pending. No new matter has been added. 

It is submitted that the claims, herewith and as originally presented, are patentably distinct over 
the prior art cited in the Office Action, and that these claims were in ftill compliance with the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. The amendments of the claims, as presented herein, are not 
madeforpurposesofpatentability within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. §§§§ 101, 102, 103 or 112. 
Rather, these amendments and additions are made simply for clarification and to round out the 
scope of protection to which Applicants are entitled. 

n, CLAIM OBJECTION HAS BEEN OVERCOME 

Although the applicants believe the original terminology was sufficient, in the interest of 
advancing prosecution. Claim 16 has been amended to address the Examiner's objection 
regarding the limitation of ''material" products by deleting the term 'Material". 

m. REJECTION UNDER 3S U,S.C. S112. 1^^ PARAG RAPH HAS BEEN 
OVERCOME 

NOTE; Claim 1 1 was rejected but based on the Examiner's comments, it is believed that 
claim 10 was intended to be rejected. 

Claim 10 was rejected for lacking enablement for use of the term "odier conventional acrylate 
systems". However, there has been no In re FTawds-type analysis which supports the assertion 
for lack of enablement (see MPBP 2144.08), i.e, there has been no evidence as to why one of 
ordinary skill in the art would not be able to select the appropriate acrylate system without undue 
experimentation. 

The Examiner's later comments about the precise nature of the acrylate systems not being "clear" 
appear to more in hne with a rejection under 35 US.C 1 12, second paragraph rejection. 
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However, even if this was the intended rejection, it is held that the phrase would be clear to one 
of ordinary skill in the art especially when read in Ught of the claim, i.e. claim 10 is directed 
toward a radiation-curable coating composition and the acrylate system would have to be 
suitable for such a composition. 

If this explanation is deemed to be insufficient for the Examiner, the ^plicants request that the 
Examiner telephone the undersigned or suggest alternative language in the next comrounication 
as this would ^pear to be the only remaining issue for discussion (see MPEP 2173.02 which 
states in part "Examiners are encouraged to suggest claim language to applicants to improve 
clarity or precision of the language used, but should not reject claims or insist on their own 
preferences if other modes of expression selected by applicants satisfy the statutory 
requirement,") - for the Examiner's convenience, the applicants suggest the phrase "radiation- 
curable acrylate systems" which is believed to maintain the meaning and scope of the claim 
language of claim 10, 

m. 35 U,S,C 6102rb1 REJECTION 

The applicants tfiank the Examiner for making the effort to identify allowable subject matter as is 
suggested in MPEP 707.07G). In the interest of advancing prosecution, the applicants have 
inserted the limitations of claim 2 into claims 1 and 18 and have cancelled claim 2. It is believed 
that the Examiner's rejections have been rendered moot by this amendment. The applicants 
reserve the right to pursue the broader subject matter in a future application. 

IV, CLOSING 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed that the claims are now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable action is earnestly solicited. 
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V. AUTHORIZATION TO CHARGE DEPOS IT ACCOUNT 

Should any further fee be required, the Director is authorized to charge the additional fee to 

Deposit Account 50-0320. 



Respectfully subniitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 
Attorneys for AppUcants 

By: A^K^t/BK^ C , /jUU/ 

Howard C. Lee 
Reg. No. 48,104 
(212) 588-0800 
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